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To: The Commission

Santa Monica Community College District ("SMCCD") hereby files its reply

comments in the above-referenced proceeding. Sixth Further Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking, FCC 96-317 (Aug. 14, 1996).

SMCCD is the licensee of KCRW (FM) in Santa Monica, California, which is

part of the Greater Los Angeles area. KCRW (FM) operates on a frequency of 89.9 MHz
and provides award-winning educational programming to the Greater Los Angeles area.
Part of SMCCD's success is dependent on the clarity of the signal received within its service
area. That signal quality would be severely compromised if the Commission accepted the
proposal of the Broadcasters and rellocated KTLA-TV in Los Angeles from Channel 5 to
Channel 6 for DTV.!

In their comments, the Broadcasters explained that they had "produced a

Modified Table [of Allotments] that demonstrates that use of the full television band

! Broadcasters Comments (Nov. 22, 1996), Appendix E2 at 4. O T)’( {
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reduces interference to existing NTSC and to new DTV stations and improves
opportunities for replication and maximization." Broadcasters' Comments at 42. The
Broadcasters then urged the Commission to adopt the following guiding principle in
making DTV allotments. "As a general rule, the Commission should approve any proposed
change (whether pre- or post-adoption of a DTV Table) that does not cause unaccepted
additional interference to assigned NTSC or DTV stations." Broadcasters' Comments at
50 (footnote omitted).

As the foregoing quotations demonstrate, the Broadcasters' sole focus in
developing a modified table of DTV allotments was the signal coverage of television
stations. Nowhere did the Broadcasters give any weight to any interference that might be
caused to FM radio stations. The Broadcasters casually dismissed the long-standing
interference problems between FM radio stations and Channel 6, stating that "the lower
power of DTV transmitters, the improved performance of DTV transmitter out-of-band
emissions and improved DTV receivers will reduce interference between DTV Channel 6
and FM radio.” Broadcasters' Comments at 46 (footnote omitted).

Annexed hereto is the declaration of Kevin E. Scott, SMCCD's Chief Engineer.
In that declaration, Mr. Scott points out that relocation of KI'LA from Channel 5 to
Channel 6 would generate substantial interference to KCRW and compromise the
distribution of its programming in its service area. Mr. Scott also explains why the
Broadcasters are wrong in assuming that the previous and long-standing problems of FM

Channel 6 interference can be cured by lower-power DTV transmitters, the improved
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performance of DTV transmitter out-of-band emissions, and improved DTV Receivers.
While those technological advancements may ameliorate the problem to some extent, they
have not, and cannot, provide any assurance that the interference will be eliminated or of
no consequence to the public.

SMCCD therefore urges the Commission to implement its proposal to utilize a
"core spectrum” of Channels 7-51 and not utilize Channel 6 for provision of DTV
television service, especially in Los Angeles. If the Commission does accept the
Broadcasters' Modified Table and assigns KI'LA operations to Channel 6 for DTV, the
Commission should at least take further steps to protect incumbent FM licensees from
interference caused by these DTV operations. It is well established that the "newcomer"
(KTLA in this instance and any DTV operation moving to Channel 6 generally) is
responsible for resolving interference caused to an incumbent broadcaster.”? The
Broadcasters do not acknowledge let alone discuss that precedent. At a minimum, the
relocated DTV licensee should be responsible for resolving interference caused by with the
Channel 6 transmission. Any costs associated with the resolution of interference problems

would then be KTLA's responsibility

? Amendment of Parts 21 and 74 of the Commission's Rules, 10 FCC Red.
13821, 13829 (1995); In re Resolution of Interference between UHF channels 14 and 69,

2 FCC Red. 7328 (1987).
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WHEREFORE; in view of the foregoing and the entire record herein, it is
respectfully requested that the Commission reject the Broadcasters' proposal to reallocate

KTLA-TV in Los Angeles from Channel 5 to Channel 6.

Respectfully submitted,

DICKSTEIN, SHAPIRO MORIN &
OSHINSKY, L.L.P.

2101 L Street, NW

Washington, DC 20037-1526

(202) 828-2265

Attorneys for Santa Monica Community
College District

By: WQ?‘M 7/ WZJ‘U/XM

Lewis J. I;aper
Christopher T. McGowan

Dated: January 24, 1997
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DECLARATION
I, Kevin Edward Scoft, do hereby duclare the following:

1. 1amthe Chief Engincer of KCRW-FM (n Sanve Monics, California, whish
is licansed to the Santa Monica Cammunity Coliege Distriot. I have over seventeen years
of cxperionce in the broadcaming indusley. Durng that tme I have been variously
emplayed as Chief Engineer, Astistant Chlef Bnginear, and Dirsotor of Engineering, and
bave also done oxtengive engineering consulting. I have extensive experienes in solving
probleme lwvolving RF interforence, inter-modulation, re-radiation, spurious emissions,
out-of-band products, and other undsgirabls RF slements. 1 heve gpecial sxpertise in
solving RF problems involving the close locating of multiple facilitias of diffecent olass
and spectrum usags. [n the lats 1980, | filed reponts with the Comimistion on the
methods used to solve interfarence betweon 93,7 FM on Indio Peak, California and two-
way radlos operated for JPK Metnorial Hospital in Indio, Califomis. My experlence at
WEEM Pendleton, Indisna included solving intecferenco problems batween WEEM and
Telovision Station WRTV on Channel 6 1o Indianspolis,

2. If tho Federal Communications Commission (“Commission™ relacates
KTLA-TV in Los Angeles, California from Channel 5 to Channel 6, a5 has been proposed
in the Commlssion's DTV proceeding, KCRW would exparience substantial imtorfatence
in its primary coverage areas.

k3 The poteatial for interference is compounded by the fact that KTLA and
KCRW are located epproxiroately 16.7 milcs apagt. This creates 8 much Inrger problem
than would be the oase if the ransmitters were co-located. The radio interference ftom
KCRW to KTLA would be especially excassiva st KCRW's trangmitter site. Conversely,
the inerference 0 KCRW' tadio signal would be excessive in areas closer to KTLA'S
tyansmitiing equipmont. [ would expect the interfrence to affect 27% of KCRW's
service areas within its 1 mV/m contowr. Such interference would seriausly degrade tho
ywality uf sevapiive uf KUKV b dotisend of iba-lisleuods.

4. 1 do not egree with the Broadcasters’ aseertion an pape 46 of thelr
comments that the lower power of DTV trunsmiters, the improvad performance of DTV
trangmitter out-of-band emissions, and improved DTV receivere will raduce interfaronce
between DTV Channcl 6 and FM Radio 10 a potentielly ecceprable point. DTV ia aa
unpeoven technology at this point, and any testing of DTV equipment has been done in
co-lacamed sttuations To my lmowledge, there is no test which demanstrarcs that there
would be no inteeforence. and there 3 cerfainly na “peal-world” cxperience to support the
Broadossicra’ assumprions. [ believe thet in the instance of KTLA and KCRW, exoessive
Interference will be genemated and will adversely affzct KCRW's signal.
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[ hereby declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoiog (s true and corvect.

. Nocif fo

Kevin Edwan Scott

Dated: Janniry 24, 1997
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on January 24, 1997, a copy of the foregoing Reply
Comments of Santa Monica Community College District was sent by first class postage

prepaid United States mail to:

Jonathan D. Blake

Gerard J. Waldron

Ellen P. Goodman

Victoria M. Huber

Covington & Burling

1201 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Post Office Box 7566
Washington, DC 20044

Victor Tawil

Senior Vice President

Association for Maximum Service
Television, Inc.

1776 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.

Suite 310

Washington, DC 20036

(Dol T W

Christopiler T. McGowan



